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between the old and the new, between mediaeval society
and modern, might have been less irreparable.   At a critical
phase in England's development, those in whose hands lay
her destinies proved unequal to the greatness of their oppor-
tunities.   The ministers of Charles I.—Strafford and Laud
-—were men of another stamp, with greater vision, courage
and resolution than their royal master;  and they gave to
the so-called Eleven Years' Tyranny its impress as one of
the most remarkable decades in English social history.    Yet
both allowed themselves to be carried away by their zeal for
what they believed to be a righteous cause, and their arbitrary
methods helped to deepen the cleavage between the monarchy
and the middle class.
Religious        Apart from the personality of the rulers who were placed
' at ^e ^e^m ^ these momentous years, there were problems
of another kind, religious and constitutional, which the
Tudors had bequeathed to their successors.    The economic
question became inextricably entangled with questions which
excited even more passionate feeling.   This is the peculiar
feature of the situation, which has served to obscure the trend
of events.   The issue between the monarchy as the champion
of the established economic order, and the rising middle class
as its assailant, became involved with a widely different issue
between the monarchy as the champion of the established
religious order and the Puritan opposition.    And yet a third
issue was created when the monarchy, seeking to maintain
its traditional position in the State, came into collision with
the legislature which was encroaching upon the royal pre-
rogative.   Thus on one side was ranged the historic mon-
archy, defender of the national church and a communal
society ; on the other side a representative assembly voicing
the demand of the pioneers of individualism for religious and
economic freedom.   In the circumstances an open breach
between Crown and Parliament was inevitable whatever the
particular causes of friction, for they represented irrecon-
cilable principles of national development.    And in this
confused medley of issues the fate of one determined the
fate of all.   The interaction of religious  and economic
factors provided the mainspring of a constitutional move-

